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goes beyond what is given by perception. So far as the
perception of light is concerned, there is no scope for doubt
but the judgment that it belongs to a star may turn out to
be false, because the light may really belong to an aero-
plane. Our judgments based on inference can have a faily
high degree of certitude if the grounds on which they rest
are found sufficiently convincing. But their truth is ultima-
tely proved if they are verified by perception. Similarly the
truth of a human assertions I proved by their correspon-
dence with perception. When the objects of knowledge
are not directly open to perception or when they are imper-
ceptible/ truth can be tested by coherence. In science
theories are generally tested through experimentation. In
astronomy the implications of a theory are calculated and
compared with observations. In history evidences are
collected from different sources and compared among them-
selves. But what we gain from these different tests is only
relatively high or Sow degree of certainty. Absolute certainty
is humanly unattainable. Epistemology cannot provide any
hard and fast rule for the discovery of truth. We do have
recourse to external evidence for ascertaining truth in the
above ceses and so far the Nyaya theory of paratah pramanya
is correct. But the (Vlimamsa theory of svatah pramanya
is not Thus falsified. It is a fact that the mere appearance
of knowledge is not the proof of its truth and this fact is
recognised as much by the latter theory as by the former.
The difference lies in their respective attitudes towards
knowledge. The Naiyayika first adopts the attitude of neu-
trality and then delivers his judgment according to available
evidence. The Mimamsa first assumes the truth of know-
ledge and is ready to give due consideration to any evidence
that may subsequently crop up and go against it, he is
prepared to revise his judgment in the light of fresh evi-
dence> The Naiyayika is like a judge who sees every man
appearing in his court with an unprejudiced eye and the
IVlimamsa is like one who believes that every man Is innocent
until his crime is proved. But the attitude of the Buddhist
is just the opposite of the IViimamsa attitude. He is like a
judge who takes every man to be a criminal until the proof
of his innocence is available.